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Patents and Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria VA 22313-1450 



Dear Sir: 



As required under the Pilot Program initiated July 12, 2005, following is 
the Applicants' statement in support of the Appeal Brief Conference for this 
application: 

The Examiner has rejected all pending claims under 35 USC §1 03(e) 
as being anticipated by Sun's Jini Lookup Service Specifications. To prove 
anticipation under 35 USC §102 a prior art reference must disclose each and 
every feature of the claimed invention whether explicitly or inherently (see 
Hazani V. International Trade Comm'n, 126 F.3d 1473, 1477, 44 USPQ2d 
1358, 1361 (FED.Cir.1997)). 
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The present invention is directed to adaptive software interfaces as its 
title suggests. In other words it is directed to a software interface (ie software 
allowing independent entities to act on or communicate with each other) which 
is adaptive (ie is generated to or adapted to the particular requirements of the 
entities it interfaces between). In particular, the present invention is directed 
to generating such a software interface on the basis of an analysis of the 
extent to which the interface capabilities of the entities are compatible. 
Different entities to be interfaced may be compatible (or incompatible, from 
another point of view) to different extents. The present invention enables a 
software interface to be generated which takes into account the extent of 
compatibility. This is achieved by generating, collating and analyzing semantic 
information about the entities to be interfaced and using that to generate the 
software interface. 

The prior art Jini Lookup Service Specification is not related to 
generating adaptive software interfaces but to a particular service in a 
distributed computing platform known as Jini. Members of a Jini system are 
federated in order to share access to various services. A Jini system is not a 
set of clients and servers, or users and programs, or even programs and files. 
Instead, a Jini system consists of services that can be collected together for 
the performance of a particular task. Central to the Jini platform is the Jini 
Lookup Service which enables members to lookup (ie to identify and locate) 
suitable services for the performance of a particular task. The Jini Lookup 
service is the "services Yellow pages" of the Jini platform. 

Generally, it can be seen that the Jini Lookup Service specification is 
not directly related to the present invention. More specifically, the Jini Lookup 
Service Specification fails to disclose at least the following two features of the 
invention as claimed in claim 1 . 

The Examiner has kindly identified the specific passages in the prior art 
reference that he believes are pertinent to the claim features. However, the 
Examiner's explanation of why these disclose the claimed features is not 
persuasive. Appellants list the claim features, the Examiner's argument 
(verbatim) and respond as follows: 

1) Regarding the claimed feature "analyzing collated 
semantic information elements to establish the extent to which 
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the interface capabilities of at least two network entities are 
compatible", the Examiner argues in the Advisory Action that: 

"The lookup service [of Jini] maps interfaces indicating the 
functionality provided by a service to sets of objects that 
implement the service. It also states that descriptive entries 
associated with a service allow a more fine-grained selection of 
services based on properties understandable to people. Hence 
mapping is performed to provide the appropriate service and 
descriptive entries can be assessed to better select a service." 

However, Appellants point out that there is no disclosure of 
analysis to establish the extent to which the interface capabilities 
of two network entities are compatible . In the Jini art, there is 
inherently a member requiring a particular service, a number of 
services listed by the lookup service, and the lookup service 
itself. However, none of these are analyzed to determine 
compatibility of their interfaces . A listed service is merely 
identified on the basis of a description of the functionality 
required by a member. There is no teaching whatsoever about 
interfaces of members or services - ie how a member might 
actually act on or communicate with a service. Moreover, there 
is no teaching whatsoever about the compatibility or otherwise of 
the interfaces of services or members. The Jini art is simply not 
concerned with interface compatibility. 

2) Regarding the claimed feature "generating the adaptive 
software interface in accordance with the established 
compatibility", the Examiner argues in the Advisory Action that: 

"The Jini specification teaches that the lookup service maps 
interfaces ... that implement the service (lines 1-7). It is inherent 
that since a service is being mapped to and is being searched 
for, that when it is mapped it will be generated." 
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However, Appellants disagree. The Jini lookup service lists 
existing and available services in the Jini system, not services 
that have not even been generated yet. That would be 
pointless. Furthermore, even if the Examiner were correct, 
which is denied, the Examiner seems to have overlooked that 
the claim feature requires that what is generated is a software 
interface not a service. There is no teaching whatsoever of 
generating software interfaces in the Jini art which is simply not 
concerned with enabling software interfaces to be generated 
which take into account the extent of compatibility between 
network entities. 



In short, the Jini art is irrelevant. 



Similar comments apply to the remaining claims. Hence, Appellants 
believe that the Examiner has failed to substantiate the rejection under 35 
USC §1 02(e) and that the application should now be allowed. 

It is therefore submitted that the Examiner's rejections of the claims of 
this application are untenable, and were this application to proceed to the 
Board of Appeals and Interferences, the Examiner would clearly be reversed. 
The results of this review are therefore awaited. 



November 1 1 , 2005 Respectfully submitted, 




William M. Lee, Jr. 
Registration No. 26,935 
Barnes & Thornburg 
P.O. Box 2786 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-2786 
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